has been widespread and significant -for instance, on Jung, Eliade and Tillich, and on the debates on religion of the Eranos Group. Mark Argent's complementary article looks at Otto through the rather different lenses of psychoanalysis and spiritual direction. Argent notes that spiritual direction is concerned with 'working with what is on the edge of words' , and discusses the apophatic in this context. He notes how Otto's account of the numinous makes sense of the 'daemonic-divine' in a way that is less laboured than that of Jung. As the place and character of 'religion' are matters for contemporary political debate it is good to be reminded of Otto's work and of his point that, without a recognition of the numinous, we misunderstand religion in general and the Christian tradition in particular.
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